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After moving to Georgia in 1983, Ms.
MAJETTE continued working for her
community, serving as a law clerk for
the Georgia Court of Appeals, a special
assistant attorney general and an ad-
ministrative law judge. Then in 1993,
Ms. MAJETTE was appointed as a judge
on the State court of DeKalb County.

In 2002, DENISE resigned from the
bench and was elected to Congress, a
talented legislator fighting for our
children, our seniors, our veterans, and
yes, our families.

DENISE lives the lesson her parents
taught her, that to whom much is
given, much is required. So when it
looked like time was running out for
Democrats in Georgia, she put it all on
the line. When no one else was willing
to take a chance and give up what they
had, DENISE made that sacrifice, and
we thank her for her courage, her de-
termination and for the thousands of
new voters in Georgia.

She made history, the first African
American woman in Georgia, and that
is the deep south, to become the Demo-
cratic nominee for the United States
Senate. The Democratic nominee for
the United States Senate from Georgia,
just think about that. There were a lot
of little girls watching this race. They
saw DENISE’s commercials. They saw
DENISE debate time and time again and
hold her own. They saw a legitimate,
professional campaigner. Those little
girls now know about a new option, a
new path in life that is open to them.

It is rare these days to meet a politi-
cian who is willing to make real sac-
rifices, someone willing to put it all on
the line for the greater good. DENISE
MAJETTE serves as a reminder to all of
us that this position we hold is not
really about us. It is not about how
many titles we obtain or how many
plaques hang on our walls or how many
dollars we raise.

We are here to be of service. We are
not celebrities, but we are servants,
and I thank DENISE for reminding us of
that.

So, Mr. Speaker, we are so proud of
DENISE MAJETTE and all that she has
accomplished, and I do not have to
wish her luck because with her faith in
God, who is on her side, a strong con-
science and an unshakable will, DENISE
MAJETTE will never need it. She will be
sorely missed in this body. May God
bless her.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed bills and a
concurrent resolution of the following
titles in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. 2986. An act to amend title 31 of the
United States Code to increase the public
debt limit.

S. 2991. An act to suspend temporarily new
shipper bonding privileges.

S. Con. Res. 146. Concurrent Resolution to
direct the Secretary of the Senate to make
corrections in the enrollment of the bill S.
150.

The message also announced that the
Secretary be directed to return to the
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House of Representatives (S. 1301) ‘“‘An
Act to amend title 18, United States
Code, to prohibit video voyeurism in
the special maritime and territorial ju-
risdiction of the United States, and for
other purposes.”, in compliance with a
request of the House for the return
thereof.
——

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BEAUPREZ). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. DUNCAN) is recognized for 5
minutes.

(Mr. DUNCAN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask to
claim the time of the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia (Ms.
NORTON).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

————

THE HOUSE FACES A GRAVE
MORAL CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, as I re-
flect on my time as a member of this
great institution, my most important
concern is to leave the House of Rep-
resentatives a better place than when I
started. Unfortunately, the House faces
a grave moral crisis, and we have al-
ready heard other Members speak,
within the last few speakers, of these
morals that we have brought to bear.

Two weeks have barely passed since
election day and, the majority party
has just perpetrated one of the biggest
hypocrisies that this institution and,
more importantly, our Nation has seen.
Today, just as the Washington Post re-
ported that it would and just as our
nightly news reported that it did, the
majority amended its own leadership
structure, if we can believe it, to allow
a Member under felony criminal indict-
ment to hold a position of leadership in
this body.

The majority party campaigned on
its alleged moral values agenda, but
when they got back to Washington,
moral values flew right out the win-
dow. I am sorely disappointed to see
the majority so quickly and so arro-
gantly turn its back on its biggest
promise to America. The proposed
leadership rule change is a flagrant and
despicable insult to the American pub-
lic and is firm evidence that the major-
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ity party’s moral compass is perma-
nently off center.

Indeed, this rule was adopted by the
majority in 1993 as an effort to bring
accountability to this House’s leader-
ship structure, and rightly so. Our
elected leaders must be of the highest,
utmost moral fiber, and I dare anyone
to disagree with that notion.

Now, the majority finds it politically
inconvenient to hold congressional
leaders accountable and wants to allow
Members facing felony criminal
charges to continue tarnishing this in-
stitution. What sort of moral value
does the majority exhibit by allowing
those under criminal investigation to
infiltrate our highest leadership posts?
Can our children ever truly understand
moral clarity when the majority allows
those facing criminal felony indict-
ments to rule the roost? Has the major-
ity lost so much control of its own
moral balance by rewarding Members
facing felony criminal indictments
with the perquisites of leadership?

Clearly, the majority is struggling,
and unsuccessfully at that, to find its
own moral balance. The majority is
verbally tap dancing around this issue,
claiming incredulously that State
court criminal indictments carry less
weight than Federal court criminal in-
dictments. Instead of supporting State
prosecutors, the law enforcement offi-
cers who protect our communities
against waves of criminal behavior, the
majority has attacked them as par-
tisan hacks with hidden agendas.

What sort of moral values does the
majority display by declaring local law
enforcement efforts irrelevant? Would
any of us tell our children to ignore the
safety warnings given by our brave po-
lice officers, firefighters and other law
enforcement figures? For the safety of
our Nation, I pray not.

Mr. Speaker, the law is the law, pe-
riod. If you are suspected of breaking
it, then you are the subject of a crimi-
nal indictment. This is a simple, basic
and fundamental moral lesson anyone
can faithfully recite, yet one the ma-
jority apparently does not understand.

The Congress is not the place to play
fast and loose with the principles of
moral clarity nor should any majority
exploit its own internal rules and
structure for crass political purposes.

When we make excuses to allow any-
one under felony indictment to lead
Congress, we set ourselves down a slip-
pery slope of immoral activity and
scheming. These are not the type of
morals and values that the voters
thought they were voting for on elec-
tion day; nor should the majority so
brazenly embrace this foundation of
corruption.

Absolute power corrupts absolutely.
The majority talked about moral val-
ues on the campaign trail but clearly
blanked on their empty promise once
back in Washington. The majority is
not about morals. It is not about val-
ues but one thing and one thing only,
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